


Amateur radio has not been channelized, as commercial radio has been, where
rules such as 47 CFR § 73.603 have been enacted to assign frequencies to
channels. It Is further my position that amateur radio should not be
channelized.

The same sUbstitution of words should be made In 47 CFR § 97.205(e).

Other Issues addressed In PR Docket 93-85 Include a proposed solution for
regulatory problems Involving "packet" data transmissions. While I have limited
experience with data communications on amateur radio, I do have certain
experience as Sysop of a computer bulletin board for the North Texas PC Users'
Group (1700 members), and have used computer bulletin boards for nine or ten
years. This tends to show me the wisdom of the Commission's approach for the
construction of 47 CFR § 97.217, regarding message forwarding systems. Based
on my experience, I would agree with this arrangement. I would now tend to
disagree that packet systems should operate at regUlatory parity with voice
repeaters, where only the originating station will be responsible for the content
of messages. I have heard from those with considerable experience with packet,
who say they will be able to live with the arrangement provided In PR Docket 93
85, and I support It.

Respectfully submitted,

Tom Blackwell, N5GAR

P.O. Box 25403
Dallas, Texas 75225
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